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respect, the personal law notwithstanding.141 Furthermore, if
the female party to the marriage was a German national, she
has, on account of the marriage, lost her German nationality,
though she has not acquired that of Bulgaria.
While the same basic principle with regard to an English
marriage was clearly adopted in English precedents such as
the Papadopoulos case, a strange modification was caused by
recognizing a marriage annulment pronounced at the hus-
band's foreign domicil for the mere reason that the marriage
lacks the proper ecclesiastic form- Hence, after such foreign
annulment, the wife cannot obtain her rights as a spouse nor
can she sue for divorce.142 This attitude of the English courts
has been influential in Canada and Scotland.143
Another problem concerns the consequences of such a mar-
riage, valid under the law of the place of celebration and in-
valid under the personal law. Are marital property rights and
other incidents of the marriage governed by the personal law
of the parties,144 although this law treats the parties as not
married? The more reasonable answer seems to be in the
affirmative,145 because this is just the normal consequence of
considering the parties married.
Point of view of third countries. What is the position of a
third country when a conflict arises between the state of cele-
bration and the national or domiciliary state of the parties?
The answer is clear when the third state adopts locus regit
actum as the absolute binding rule, which is the case in Great
Britain and the United States. A marriage celebrated by a
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